When asked to explain what Inspector Smith may have told
him at the time he issued the citation, Mr. Turner stated
as follows (Tr. 90-84}:

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  Did Mr. Smith explain to you
why he considered the violation to be
unwarrantable?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  What did he tell you?

THE WITNESS:  He said that a belt examiner,
as part of his normal duties, in that area,
should have seen the situation, determined
that it needed corrected, and had it corrected.
Something to that particular effect.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  But, in the two intervening
shifts, someone was required to go there
and make an examination.

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  My question is, did anyone,
either Mr. Smith or you, or the Company,
during the period after the Citation
was issued, determine, number 1, whether
someone went there, and if so, why they
didn't take appropriate action to make
sure that the guarding was put back up?

THE WITNESS:  We did take action to try to
pin that down.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  And what was the result of
that action?                               :.

THE WITNESS:  The result of that was that the
two people in the two shifts making examina-
tions prior to that could not remember if it
was up or down.  The person that was there on
the third shift beforehand had seen it and said
that it was up.  And that's as close as we
could pin it down.

JUDGE KOUTRAS:  Now, if it were down, I assume
that the belt examiner is required to make some
entry in the book.  Is he not?
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